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was no warrant a priori; and I pointed out that neither from terrestrial nor from celestial phenomena could the First Law of Motion be deduced without a petitio principii..........................................
No reply: the Reviewer characterized my reasoning as "utterly erroneous" (therein differing entirely from two em jn en t authorities who read it in proof) ; but beyond so characterizing it he said nothing.
4. To my assertion that Newton gave no proof of the Laws of Motion, the Reviewer rejoined that " the whole of the Principia was the proof." On which my comment was that Newton called them " axioms/' and that axioms are not com-monlj supposed to be proved by deductions from them ..............................
The Reviewer quotes from one of Newton's letters a passage showing that though he called the Laws of Motion "axioms," he regarded them as principles " made general by induction;" and that therefore he